STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Harnek Singh,

(Math Master Retd),

H.No. 636, W No-5, 

Mohalla Chohtta, Pin-141416,

VPO- Payal, Distt- Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer, (S),

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2076of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Harnek Singh, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Madan Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the information regarding implementation of the order of Civil Judge, Junior Division, Ludhiana has already been sent to the Complainant and he has been informed that legal advice has been sought in this regard and further action will be taken within 2 months. Since, the required information stands supplied, no further action is required. However, Complainant is free to approach the Commission after two months, in case he is not satisfied with the further information supplied to him.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the both parties.


Sd/-

    (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

Vill-Nangal Thindal,

P.O Ajnoha, Distt-Hoshiarpur,

Pin-144404.

         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE),

Pb, Sec-17/D,

SCO-95-97, CHD.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2082 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Smt. Tarinder Kaur, Suptd-cum- APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also. Dismissed for non-prosecution.

3.
Copies of the order be sent to the both parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Balraj Singh,

S/o Sh. Kham Singh,

Vill-Mustfabad, P.O Dhunda,

Tehsil-Bassi Pathana,

Distt-Fatehgarh Sahib.

         …………………………….Complainant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI (SE) Pb,
SCO: 95-97, Sector 17
CHD.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.1468 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Sachin, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit  but no affidavit was filed in today’s hearing. Respondent is given one more opportunity to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 10.02.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Jatinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Dalbir Singh,

Vill-Dala Chowk,

P.O Kala Afgana,

Tehsil-Ghatala,

Distt-Gurdaspur
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO (SE),

Ferozepur.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2070 of 2008
Present:
None

ORDER


Complainant has sent a letter that he has received the information. No further action is required.  

2.
The case is Disposed of.  Orders be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Jagdish Singh,

S/o Sh S.Jaswant Singh,

H.No.2200/28, Gali No.5,

Bagh Ramanand, Amritsar.

         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Nagar Nigam,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2023 of 2008
Present:
(i) Mr. Jagdish  Singh, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Mukesh Jaswal, Legal Advisor on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he has asked for information vide his application dated 27.06.08 and whereas he has received information on 04.08.08 and there is a delay of seven days. Respondent states that the instructions have already been issued to the staff to be more careful while dealing with the RTI applications and in future the information be supplied within the prescribed time. He has also filed an affidavit regarding non compliance of orders of the Commission to supply the information within ten days. I have gone through the reply of the Respondent and have agreed with the reply of the Respondent. As regards the delay of seven days in supplying the information, I have taken a lenient view and do not imposing any penalty, but the PIO is warned to be careful in future. Moreover the delay is not much and in the circumstances of the case can be characterized as 

Contd….P-2

-2-

even trivial. However, Complainant is awarded a compensation of Rs.1000/- (One Thousand Only) for his visits to the Commission. This amount of Rs.1000/- (One Thousand Only) is to be paid by the Public Authority i.e Nagar Nigam, Ludhiana.

3.
Adjourned to 10.02.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Jasmail Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

C/o Asstt. Engineer,

Sub Division, PSEB,

Badurkha.
         …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Secondary),

SCO: 95-97

Sector 17, Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No.443 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Gurvinder Singh, on behalf of the Appellant 



(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last hearing, Respondent stated that the required information is to be supplied by the O/o DPI (S) and not by the Director, General Education, Pb. Copies of the order made on the last date of hearing was sent to PIO, o/o DPI (S) but neither PIO nor his representative has attended the today’s hearing. PIO O/o DPI (S) is directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 06.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Lachman Singh Chatha,

S/o Sh. Samsher Singh,

VPO-Chatta Nanhera,

Tehsil-Sunam, DIstt-Sangrur
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer -

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Pb,

Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2054of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Lachman Singh Chatha, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. R.K.Deep Sayal, Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 


     Pb., Sangrur

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that the information relating to item no. 5 of his application has still not been provided to him. Respondent states that Complainant has been informed that this information is to be provided by the SCLO societies and this information may be collected directly from the societies. Respondent is directed to forward the demand for information to all SCLO societies and the required information be obtained at his level and supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, as all the societies are under the control of Registrar, Cooperative Societies.

3.
On the last hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit as to why action should not be taken against him for not providing the information within time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. In today’s hearing, Respondent has 
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submitted the affidavit mentioning that every society registered under the Punjab, Cooperative Societies has its own administrative body which manages and controls the affairs of the Cooperative Society. The SCLO societies are also registered societies having their own elected administrative bodies which manage and control the affairs of societies.  Each society has President/ Secy. which are designated as public information officer and further submitted that some delay occurred in providing the information as the Respondent had to collect record from different societies and the delay, neither intentional nor willful. I have gone through the affidavit of the Respondent and agree with the reply of the Respondent resultantly, the proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI are dropped.

3.
Adjourned to 06.02.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. H.K.Chugh Prop.,

Om Parkash & Co., Clock Tower,

Ludhiana-141008.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI (SE), Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2066 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. H.K. Chugh, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Jagtar Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has given more information to the Complainant in the Commission today. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiency, if any, within 10 days to the Respondent.
3.
Adjourned to 06.02.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Ram Chander,

S/o Sh. Ram Kishan,

H.No.202/10, Preet Nagar,

Ladowali Road, Jalandhar.
         …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director Food & Civil Supplies,

Pb, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No. 457of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Kulwant Rai, SUptd and Sh. Daljit Singh Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the required information has already been sent to the Appellant. Appellant is absent. He was absent on the last date of hearing also. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the both parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Balraj Kumar,

S/o Sh. Jagat Ram,

# 278, Vasant VIhar,

Hoshiarpur-146001.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Commissioner,

MC, Bathinda

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2212 of 2008
Present:
None

ORDER


 Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent are present. One more opportunity is given to both the parties.

3.
Adjourned to 10.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Yugesh Sood,

Sood Enterprises, 

Opp. S.B.I, Dera Baba Nanak Road,

Batala, Distt-Gurdaspur.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director Agriculture (Pb.)

SCO 85-88, Sector 34A,

Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2220 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Yugesh Sood, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Dharampal Mangla, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that still incorrect information has been supplied to him. He has sought information regarding posting of Sh. Paramvir Singh Kahlon as ADO (P.P) and ADO (D.W) in the Agriculture Office, Batala. Whereas, he has been informed that no order has been issued regarding the posting of Sh. Paramvir Singh Kahlon as ADO. Respondent is directed to give the precise information to the Complainant within 10 days whether there are any specific orders of Sh. Paramvir Singh Kahlon regarding his posting as ADO (P.P) and ADO (D.W), in Agriculture Office, Batala issued by the Financial Commissioner, Development (Agriculture), Pb, CHD.
3.
Adjourned to 06.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Shadi Lal Aggarwal,

56-C, Kichlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI, Pb Colleges,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.1465 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Shadi Lal Aggarwal, the Complainant

(ii) Sh.  Kartar chand, Suptd. & Sh. Nachatar Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that as agreed on the last hearing , Complainant has not provided the names of specific colleges from  where  this information is to be sought. Complainant states that he should be provided information from all the Govt. and Private Colleges as asked for in his application. Respondent is directed to get information from all the colleges regarding the pay fixations of librarian in government and private colleges as per UGC recommendation w.e.f. 01.01.86 to 01.01.96.

3.
Adjourned to 27.02.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Madan Lal,

S/o Sh Om Parkash Jain,

R/o Gali No.18, Parinda,

Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda.

        …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Food & Supply Controller,

Bathinda.
……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 455 of 2008


Present:
(i) Sh. Madan Lal, the Complainant



(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last hearing, Respondent was directed to inspect all the gas agencies and submit his report regarding display of board by the gas agencies. In today’s hearing, Respondent is absent. He has not submitted any inspection report. 

3.
Appellant states that he has visited all the gas agencies and display boards have been installed only on two agencies. 

4.
In view of the foregoing, PIO is directed to file an affidavit that why action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 should not be taken against him for not complying with the order of the Commission. 
5.
Adjourned to 05.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sham Kumar Kohli,

85-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. SSP,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.680 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Sham Kumar Kohli, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Santosh Kumar, Head Clerk on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 In today’s hearing, Respondent clarified that the letter no. 6020-21/PA was written by SSP, Ludhiana to Additional Director General Police IVC-cum-Human Rights Punjab, Chandigarh and there is no such letter received from Punjab State Human Rights Commission. Complainant states that he has applied for information on 26.11.07 which was received by the Respondent vide diary no.1433/RTI dated 26.11.07 and further states that the complete information is received on 06.01.09. Respondent states that as directed by the Commission on the last hearing the complete information was sent to the Complainant through registered post on 29.12.08. Complainant states that action should be taken against the Respondent for not supplying the information within the prescribed time. He has supplied information after a period of more than one year.
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Respondent is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing showing cause why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act for not supplying the information within the prescribed time under the RTI Act 2005.

3.
Adjourned to 06.01.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th January, 2009
